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MX gmund
missiles too
easy to spoi’?

Secunty questions are major
factor in deployment demsaon
" ByStephen Webbe )

, Staff correspondent of
The Christian Science: Monitor
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If the Reagan administration eventualiy]

decides to’air-launch the MX missile. despite;
gathering Air Force and congressional oppo-
sition to such a plan. one reason may be: secu~
rity.
There's a convic:ion among.. many- “in
Washington. say somie rmilitary analysts. hat
mmmmmm
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cunning Soviet spi e

R

pxro a staff wrlter
at the Center for Investtgative Reporting Inc.
in Oakland. Calif.. a $300 million security sys~
tern “'of a size and scope unprecedented in-
Americaun history ' is to be created to shield
the controversial missile from Soviet surveil-
lance. The Air Force doesn't deny that it's’
planning to spend such a sum of money on Mx
security. DN - =

For the MX mnssnle concealmenl xs of ab-
solutelv crucial importance. - -

Under a deployment plan drawn up by the
Carter administration. 200 missiles would be-
shuttled by huge transporters.among 4.600
shelters in the Great Basin region of Nevada
and Utah. Each one would snrsomewhere ln a.
cluster of 23 sheiters. . o Py

Filling the remaming ﬁ shelters to pre-
vent Soviet agents and satellites from:focat~
ing the MX would be dummy or decoy mis-~
siles. simulating the weight and. (o a greater-
or lesser degree. the “‘signatures’’ that-the
real missile would emit.- such as acoustic or;f

-

infrared characteristics.:
Not all those cmvemnt with the Mx sys~
tem are conviniced that its missiles can be hid- |
den from prying Soviet eyes. “It isnot-always-
easy to practice deception in-this age of ad-
vanced . intelligence technology.”: declares*
Herbert Scoville. president of the Arms Con-
trol Association. in his new book **MX:. Pre-’
scription for Dzsasxer bt 'l'be Air “Force ]
disagrees. A e
Apart from sowmg the Mx ﬂelds with
dummy missiles. the deployment area will be
protected by a vast electronic surveillance’
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plans could pose a sweeping threat to civil |l-,
berties in the region. and may entail an omiq
nous transfer of legal authority from civilian
to.military hands.”" he observes in an article
i

i

Not only must the Air Force
" duplicate the weight of the
1.6-million-pound missile,
. launcher, and transporter
- " system, but it must
" successfully mask or _
* duplicate any observable
s:gnalures lhey gwe off
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prepared by the Center for Inveshgatlve Re-
porting Inc. for the Washington-based Fund|
tor Constitutional Government. Once again
the Air Force disagrees. insisting that its ju-
risdiction is: confined- to -its own property.
namely ‘the- 2',, acres around each m:ssrle
shelter PR

Inhis artlcle. -which the Alr Force admltq

is 90 t.o 95 percent accurate. Schaplro asserls
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- an securlty force of mnlitary
pohcemen will patrot the MX missile system
and its perimeter 24 hours a day.

® SWAT (Special Weapons_and Tactics)
teams will be on constant alert i in the deploy-
mentarea. .- ..

@ Radar towers and other lugbly sensmve
surveillance equipment. such as magnetic de-
tectors and seismic and acoustic sensors. will
monitor - the movemenls of people and
vehicles.. .

The Air Force is confident that such a se-

_curity system will keep out any Interl
mﬂcﬂ% Those In &e of the %et

oc inte! gence agencies.
““which { t seems to regard as a greater threat

o the m than satellite surveillance.
FT“BuUlin a recent report that reviewed MX

basing options. the Office of Technology As-

-sessment (OTA), a research arm of Congress,
‘suggested that -the' security network envis-
aged by the- Air Force ‘might not.be suffi-
‘ciently pervaslve It hlnted that: areas other
“than. those immediately “surrounding each
‘missile shelter might have to be declared off
'hmitstothepubllc S e

‘where 90 percent of them are."” * This knowl-

.decision. to launth a -first ‘strike.on the US
‘would be ‘‘the most lmport_ant military deci-

“The ‘' OTA ~moreover. expressed some
* doubts as tothe Air Force’s ability to conceal ,
-the real missiles among the. dummies. or in
MX jargon to ensure ‘praervabon ol loca-
tion uncertainty’’ (PLU)."
e Deemlng ‘PLU. the~ equlvalent ol a new

technology the OTA said it could not be confi- :

dent of its success before MX prototypes are
field tested, ‘:because even fine details of mis- | ]

e

: vened earlier this yedr to conslder jusl how to

sile signatures are lmporlant for adequate;
missile’ concealment.” And it continuad:
“Furthermore. after the system is fully de--
signed. tested. and deployed lingering doubts .
could remain that would limit confldence in’
the system.”” = - i
_ The Air Force begs to ditfer.. pomlmg out
that the OTA was not permitted access to|
*'very deeply classitied material” and there-
fore cannot know all the PLU teclmiques that
willbeemployed

Not only must tbe Air Force duphcate the
weight ' of . the . 1.6-million-pound missile.
launcher. and transporter system, but it must
successfully mask or duplicate any observ-
able* signatureo" they give off. There are be~
tween 20 to 25. say Air Force experts. and
they include temperature. sound, weight. and|
smell. *“Random is'the key.” says a Pentagong
official, explaining that dummy missiles wilt.
not simply duplicate the signature leveis of :

.the real missiles but vary them for maximum
obfuscation. The Air Force apparently has no |
doubt that its PLU measures will batfle Sov:et
strategicwartarech»efs. LB o

.Philip Klass, one of the country s foremost ;
experts on satellite surveillance .(and. Avi- '
ation Week & Space Technology magazine's
senior avionics editor). says he is convinced a
lot of thoughl has gone into the PLU question.

“*But I would not be so bold as to say that our ‘
planners and our scientists have been able to
anticipate every conceivable thing.” - '.

Colin' Gray. director of national security:
studies at the Hudson Institute in New. York |
and a noted authority on the MX. points out |
that even if the Soviet Union could detect thei
location of some mxssiles that ability. would
‘not invalidate the whole system.:**The lach
that you think you may have located some of |
them. T suspect. would not be good enough.
‘Obviously. we'd like 100 percent assurance
they. haven’t.located any of them. But from
the point of view of an attacker they probably
require 100 percent guarantee- ther know

.edge. he explains:-would be vit.al because the

sionin Russxan histor! T e ..4: . ;,,

- The- admmistratlon is expected to-an-
nounce lts decision on deploylng the Mx next
month. " ~ Defense “ - Secretary " Caspar
Wemberger is thought to favor air launchxng

of the missile from huge aircraft that can stay ;
' aloft for up to two days. But this basing con-
cept has reportedly been rejected by the pres-
_tigious Townes Commission that was con-:
deploytheMX ’_‘ T
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